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=x — ve. Luckett, Evidence, o of oy 





« Stewart vs. his creditors, Insolvent, ay - 


St. Charles Church ads. Henderson, Boundafies, 


Taquino & al. ads. XeNnes, SUE, ~ o 
Tate vs. Penne, Evidence, Seiten’ 3 


}, « Taylor ads. Saunders, Interest, - - - 


»Texada’s syndic ads. Walsh, ee 
Tippet ads. Mead, Appeal, - - 9 ~~ - 
Thompson vs. Chauveau, City Court, - - 
-——— ads. Buisson, Dot, er ee 
Totten vs. Case, Sale, or ee 
Tracy vs. Tuyes & al. Practice, - - - 
Tregre & al. ads. McDonogh, Community, - 
Turner ads. McMicken, Assignment, -  - 
Tuyes & al. ads. Tracy, Practice, - - - 


Union Cotton.Company vs. Lobdell, Prescription, 


Ursaline Nuns vs. Depassau, Mortgage, - - 


198 
604 
117 


678 
548 

14 
231 
242 
331 


261 
354 

68 
568 
354 


108 
645 






























“mii ALPHABETICAL TABLE. 


Walden ads. Packwood, Batture, - § » 
vs. Duralde, Register of Mortgages, 
: Walker vs. Dunbar, Practice, - - 
Walsh vs. McNutt’s syndic, Partition,’ - 
vs. 'Texada’s syndic, Evidence,  - 
Weathersley vs, Hughes, Appeal, - - 








vs. Latham, Jury, = 
Weir & al. vs. Cox, Bill of Exchange, 
Welsh & al. ads. Fulton’s heirs, Judgment, 


White & al. vs. Lobre, Insolvent, -  =+ 
Whitman ads. Abat, Practice, - - 
Willard vs. Parker, Privilege, lat 


Williams & al.vs. Winchester, Agent, - 
———— vs. Brent, Twelve months bond, 
ads.Cox, Curator, - — - i 
: Williams’ executors vs. Franklin, Sale, - 
Williamson ads. Mounet, Sale, . “ 
Winchester ads. Williams & al. Ageni, - 
Wikoff ads, Gayoso, Practice, ~ . 
Wright’s estate ads. Beatty, Insolvent, * - 





Xenes vs. Taquino & al. Slave, e- .> 


Young & al. ads. Rison, Payment, - - 
-——— ads. Kenner, Appeal, - 


462 


31t 
23h 
233 
310 
368 
25 


564 » 


3 


$01. 
670, 
381 
22 
486 © 


285) 


678 


* 
294 


sy 


% ot. 











ere 


The Court was deprived of the services of 


_ "Judge Matuews, by his indisposition,” du- 











ring the two last months of 1828, and the rest 
of the session in the eastern district. 


Axonzo Morpuy was appointed Attorney 
General, on the 19th day of January, 1829, 
in the room of Isaac T. Preston, whose pe- 
riod of service had expired. 














